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RESPONSE TO AMENDMENT 

1 . This action is responsive to the amendment received on September 6, 2006. 
Claims 1, 8, and 15 have been amended. 

Claims 2-3, 9-10, 13, 16-17 and 20 have been cancelled. 
Claims 1,4-8, 11-12, 14-15, 18-19 and 21 are pending. 

The New Ground(s) of Rejection 

Applicant's amendment and arguments received on September 6, 2006 have been fully 
considered, however they are deemed to be moot in view of the new grounds of 
rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC ^101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, 
manufacture, or composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement 
thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements 
of this title. 

Claims1,4-8, 11-12, 14-15, 18-19and21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 
because the claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 
MPEP2106IV.B.2.(b) 

A claim that requires one or more acts to be performed defines a process. 
However, not all processes are statutory under 35 U.S.C. 101. Schrader, 22 F.3d at 
296, 30 USPQ2d at 1460. To be statutory, a claimed computer-related process must 
either: (A) result in a physical transformation outside the computer for which a practical 
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application in the technological arts is either disclosed in the specification or would have 
been known to a skilled artisan, or (B) be limited to a practical application within the 
technological arts. 

Claims 1, 4-8, 11-12, and 14, in view of the above cited MPEP sections, are not 
statutory because they merely recite a number of computing steps without producing 
any tangible result and/or being limited to a practical application within the technological 
arts. The use of a computer has. not been indicated. 

"TANGIBLE RESULT" 
The tangible requirement does not necessarily mean that a claim must either be 
tied to a particular machine or apparatus or must operate to change articles or materials 
to a different state or thing. However, the tangible requirement does require that the 
claim must recite more than a § 101 judicial exception, in that the process claim must 
set forth a practical application of that § 101 judicial exception to produce a real-world 
result. Benson, 409 U.S. at 71-72, 175 USPQ at 676-77 (invention ineligible because 
had "no substantial practical application."). "[A]n application of a law of nature or 
mathematical formula to a ... process may well be deserving of patent protection." 
Diehr, 450 U.S. at 187, 209 USPQ at 8 (emphasis added); see also Corning, 56 U.S. 
(15 How.) at 268, 14LEd. 683. 

Claims 1, 4-8, 11-12, 14-15, 18-19 and 21, in view of the above cited MPEP sections, 
are not statutory because the claims do not produce any tangible results. The claims 
merely recite program code for doing a function and does not perform these functions. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC $ 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 4-8, 11-12, 14-15, 18-19 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Schneider et al., (Schneider) U.S. Patent No. 6,785,728.. 

5. As to claim 1, Schneider teaches a method for administration of a thin client 
architecture comprising: 

distributing a plurality of administrative tasks among said administrators refer to 
col. 5, line 61 - col. 6, line 36 and col. 15, lines 45-59); 

the distributing includes dividing said administrative tasks into a plurality of task 
groups (user groups), each task group comprising common needs (access) of a 
separate and discrete (different applications) subset of users in a system, wherein a 
first number of said groups is equal to a second number of said administrators (at least 
one administrator per user group) (refer to col. 5, line 61 - col. 6, line 36 and col. 15, 
lines 45-59); and 

executing said administrative tasks (refer to col. 5, line 61 - col. 6, line 36 and 
col. 15, lines 45-59) 
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Schneider does not explicitly indicate that the administrators being teachers of 
students, wherein the students are users of a system and each tieacher responsible for 
administering a class related to the teacher. 

Teachers in classrooms act as the as administrators to their students. They 
configure the network, maintain the network's shared resources and security, as well as 
assign passwords and privileges to their students. Therefore, It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to think of 
the administrators as teaches of students. 

6. As to claim 4, Schneider teaches the method of claim 1 wherein said 
administrative tasks are user account creation tasks (col. 23, lines 35-42). 

7. As to claim 5, Schneider teaches the method of claim 1 wherein said 
administrative tasks are workgroup administration tasks (col. 23, lines 35-42). 

8. As to claim 6, Schneider teaches the method of claim 1 wherein said 
administrators are educators (an administrator is the manager of LAN and therefore is 
the educator to those connected to the network by configuring the network, maintaining 
the. network's shared resources and security, assigning passwords and privileges and 
helping users.) 

9. As to claim 7, Schneider teaches the method of claim 1 further comprising: 
storing an account state for a user; and routing said account state to a terminal 

wherein said user is logged into said terminal (col. 23, lines 35-42). 

10. As to claims 8, 11-12, 14-15, 18-19, and 21 they do not teach or define any new 
limitation above claims 1-7, therefore, they are rejected for similar reasons. 
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Response to Arguments 
Applicant's amendment and arguments have been fully considered, however they are 
deemed to be moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shawki S Ismail whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3985. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 - 5:00. 
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on 571-272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 



Shawki Ismail 
Patent Examiner 
November 24, 2006 




